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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1 )|EI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 18 October 2005 . 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)Kl This action is non-final. 

Z)\3 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121 (d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fonm PTO-152. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter 
as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 2-11, 13-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C.1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dunlap et al. (US 6,757,372) in view of Sudo (US 6,070,068). 

Regarding claim 17, Dunlap teaches a telecommunications device (see fig. IB) 
including a display (se fig. IB, display 112) and a control unit (see fig. IB, Buttons 114, 
Keys 116 and 120; col. 5, lines 23-35) configured to show a list of pending calls on the 
display for multiple call handling simultaneously during in-call operation, wherein the 
mobile telecommunications device is receiving or initiating the pending calls (see figs, 
3A, 3B and 30; col. 6, lines 1-11). and said list includes at least two calls being 
selectable by a user (see fig. 3A), and upon selection of one of the at least two calls, the 
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control unit displays a sub-menu listing call handling options specific to the selected call 
(see fig. 3C, Options Hold, Trsfr, EndCall, More; col. 6, lines 1-33). However, Dunlap 
fails to teach that the communications device is a mobile device. Sudo, in an analogous 
art, teaches a well known technique of implementing wireless communications using a 
portable telephone (see figs. 1 and 2, Portable Phone 1) which displays pending call on 
its display unit (see figs. 6A-F). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to provide the teaching of Sudo to 
Dunlap for the benefit of being able to wirelessly view and access current and incoming 
calls as taught by Sudo (col. 6, lines 6-13). 

Regarding claim 2, the combination of the teachings of Dunlap and Sudo teaches a 
mobile telecommunications device according to claim 17, wherein the list of options in a 
sub menu changes depending on the status of the selected call (see figs. 3B and 3C). 

Regarding claim 3, the combination of the teachings of Dunlap and Sudo teaches a 
mobile telecommunications device according to claim 17 wherein the list of options in a 
sub-menu changes depending on the status of the unselected pending calls (see figs. 
3A and 3C). 

Regarding claim 4, the combination of the teachings of Dunlap and Sudo teaches a 
mobile telecommunications device according to claim 17, wherein the call selected from 
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the menu is identified on the sub-menu adjacent the list of options associated with the 
selected call (see fig. 3C). 

Regarding claims 5-6,11, the claims have the limitations as that of claim 17 and 
therefore are rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 17. 

Regarding claim 7, the combination of the teachings of Dunlap and Sudo teaches a 
mobile telecommunications device according to claim 1, wherein the control unit 
includes a scroll key and an option key configured such that the user can highlight a 
pending call in the menu using the scroll key and select the highlighted call by pressing 
the option key (Reference Sudo, col. 5, lines 34-42; col. 6, lines 36-50). 

Regarding claims 8-10, the claims have the limitations as that of claim 7 and therefore 
are rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 7. 

Regarding claim 18, the combination of the teachings of Dunlap and Sudo teaches a 
mobile telecommunications device according to claim 17 comprising: a plurality of call 
handling keys; and wherein the call handling keys are operated to signal the control unit 
to select one of the at least two calls and thereafter to activate further actions to be 
taken by the control unit (Reference Sudo, col. 5, lines 34-42; col. 6, lines 36-50). 
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Regarding claim 19, the combination of the teachings of Dunlap and Sudo teaches a 
mobile telecommunications device according to claim 18 wherein: one of the call 
handling keys is operated to end the selected one of the at least two calls (Reference 
Sudo, col. 5, lines 34-42; col. 6, lines 36-50). 

Regarding claim 20, the claims have the limitations as that of claim 1 7 and therefore are 
rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 17. 

Regarding claims 13-16, the claims have the limitations as that of claim 20 and 
therefore are rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 20. 

Regarding claim 21 , the claims have the limitations as that of claim 18 and therefore are 
rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 18, 

Regarding claim 22, the claims have the limitations as that of claim 18 and therefore are 
rejected for the same reason set forth in the rejection of claim 19. 



Response to Arguments 
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3. Applicant's arguments filed 10/18/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 



In response to applicant's' argument, on page 6, that cited reference Dunlap in 
not related to "multiple call handling simultaneously during in-call operation, wherein the 
mobile device is receiving or Initiating the pending calls". Examiner disagrees. Dunlap, 
col. 6, lines 1-11, teaches "a call window permits the display of information related to 
multiple simultaneous calls on the same directory" and therefore Dunlap teaches 
"multiple call handling simultaneously during in-call operation, wherein the mobile 
device is receiving or initiating the pending calls". 

Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MINH D. DAO whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7851. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, DORIS TO can be reached on 571-272-7629. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 



Status infomnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http.7/pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

MinhDao )(/^? 
Art Unit 2682 
December 14, 2005 



published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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